Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_148372

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	ACADEMIC ENGAGEMENT AS A CORRELATE OF ACHIEVEMENT IN SENIOR SECONDARY SCHOOL II PHYSICS

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript contributes meaningfully to the growing body of research examining how dimensions of academic engagement influence students’ achievement in STEM subjects, specifically Physics. Given the persistent challenges in Physics performance at the secondary school level in Nigeria and many developing contexts, the study provides empirical evidence that can inform instructional strategies and policy decisions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	ACADEMIC ENGAGEMENT AS A CORRELATE OF ACHIEVEMENT IN SENIOR SECONDARY SCHOOL II PHYSICS

The title is generally clear and reflects the study’s major variables; however, it can be improved for precision and readability.

Suggested alternative titles:

1.Academic Engagement and Its Relationship to Physics Achievement among Senior Secondary School Students

2. Dimensions of Academic Engagement as Predictors of Physics Achievement in Senior Secondary Schools


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is informative, but it can be strengthened:

Suggested Improvements:

· The abstract frequently says “low positive relationship,” but it would benefit from including at least one correlation coefficient for context.

· Although it appears in the main text, including “N = 410” helps readers at first glance.

· Add a brief methodological clarification: e.g., “A correlational design with ex-post facto procedure…”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the study is scientifically sound and follows standard procedures for correlational educational research. Methods align with the research questions, instrumentation is adequately described, and analysis techniques (correlation and regression) are appropriate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Consider adding foundational works on student engagement (e.g., Skinner et al.) or more STEM-specific engagement studies for greater depth.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Recurrent grammatical errors (verb agreement, missing articles, tense inconsistencies).
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider trimming the introduction; some portions are overly long and repeat ideas.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There is no statement confirming:

· Approval by an Institutional Review Board (IRB) or ethics committee

· Informed consent from participants or their guardians
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